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1)[X] Responsive to communication(s) filed on 05/17/2007 . 
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7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ^ The drawing(s) filed on 12/16/2003 is/are: a)D accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 
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ETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election without traverse with group I of claims 1-9 and 1 5-17 in the 
reply filed on 05/17/2007 is acknowledged. 

2. Claims 1 0-1 4 and 1 8-22 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable 
generic or linking claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on 
05/17/2007. A complete reply to this office action must include cancellation of 
nonelected claims or other appropriate action (37 CFR 1.144) See MPEP § 821.01. 

3. Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of claims to a non-elected 
invention, the inventorship must be amended in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .48(b) if one 
or more of the currently named inventors is no longer an inventor of at least one claim 
remaining in the application. Any amendment of inventorship must be accompanied by 
a request under 37 CFR 1.48(b) and by the fee required under 37 CFR 1.1 7(i). 

Claim Objections 

4. Claims 15-17 are objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 15 
recites "... configuring one of the system components...". This claim has no reference of 
"the system components" but rather "the software components". For the purpose of 
examination, examiner treats it as "the software components". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

5. Claims 16 and 17 are depended on claim 1 5, thus they are objected for the same 
reason. 
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Drawings 

6. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they do not include the following reference sign(s) mentioned in the 
description: "software components 60" (see Specification, page 8, paragraph 00024). 
Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to 
the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement 
drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version 
of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet submitted 
after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either 
"Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are 
not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required 
corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held 
in abeyance. 

7. The drawings are objected to because the part numbers for "screen capture . 
component 60a", "change detector component 60b", "image compression component 
60c" and "data transport component 60d" are mislabeled (see Specification, page 8, 
paragraph 00024 to page 9 paragraph 00026). Corrected drawing sheets in compliance 
with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of 
the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the 
figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is 
being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be 
labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must 
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be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures 
must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the 
several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be 
necessary to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet 
submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as 
either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the 
changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of 
any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings 
will not be held in abeyance. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

8. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

9. Claims 7-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Claims recited "... administrator preference limits 

it is vague and unclear what method/process applicant is intending to encompass. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 0. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

11. Claims 1- 5, 9, 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Popa (Patent no.: US 6,006,231). 

Consider claim 1, Popa teaches a method for configuring and dynamically 
adapting an application sharing system (Popa, fig. 3) comprising a plurality of 
computers in communication over a network, one of the computers having a plurality of 
system components and sharing an application with at least one other computer over 
the network, one of the system components adapted to provide feedback to the shared 
application, the method comprising: 

determining a preference for the shared application (Popa, col. 5, lines 59-61 , 
and line 66 to col. 6 line 6, noted that user selects the size and resolution of the image); 

monitoring a feedback from the one of the system components (Popa, col. 5, 
lines 50-55, and col. 6, lines 7-20, noted that the server application monitors the request 
message from the client, and the preference of the image size and resolution picked by 
the user); and 

configuring one of the system components in response to the determined 
preference and the monitored feedback (Popa col. 6, lines 14-30, noted that based on 
the alteration of the user's choice, server application configures its setting by 
transferring the difference between the high resolution image and the original image). 

Consider claim 2, Popa teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the system 
component comprises one of a compression algorithm (Popa, col. 6, lines 38-44), a 
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change detection algorithm, a screen capture device and a data transport type (Popa, 
col. 6, lines 37-38, communications protocol, TCP/IP). 

Consider claim 3, Popa teaches the method of claim 1 wherein the preference is 
a user preference (Popa, col. 5, lines 59-61, and line 66 to col. 6 line 6, noted that user 
selects the size and resolution of the image, and this image formation is sent as a 
request over the communication network to the server). 

Consider claim 4, Popa teaches the method of claim 3 wherein the user 
preference defines at least one of an image quality (Popa, col. 6, lines 1-6, image 
resolution) and a latency. 

Consider claim 5, Popa teaches the method of claim 3 wherein the user 
preference defines at least one of a CPU usage and a fidelity (Popa, col. 6, lines 1-6, 
image resolution). 

Consider claim 9, Popa, teaches the method of claim 1 further comprising 
selecting the preference for the shared application (Popa, col. 5, lines 59-61 , and line 66 
to col. 6 line 6, noted that user selects the size and resolution of the image). 

Consider claim 15, Popa teaches an apparatus for use in configuring and 
dynamically adapting an application sharing system having a plurality of software 
components, the apparatus comprising: 

means for determining a preference for a shared application (Popa, col. 5, lines 
59-61 , and line 66 to col. 6 line 6, noted that user selects the size and resolution of the 
image); 
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means for monitoring a feedback from one of the software components (Popa, 
col. 5, lines 50-55, and col. 6, lines 7-20, noted that the server application monitors the 
request message from the client, and the preference of the image size and resolution 
picked by the user); and 

means for configuring one of the software components in response to the 
preference and the feedback (Popa col. 6, lines 14-30, noted that based on the 
alteration of the user's choice, server application configures its setting by transferring 
the difference between the high resolution image and the original image). 

Consider claim 16 the limitations of this claim are substantially the same as 
those in claim 3. Therefore the same rationale for rejecting claim 3 is used to reject 
claim 16. By this rationale claim 16 is rejected. 
* 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 3. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 
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4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

14. Claims 6-8 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Popa (Patent no.: US 6,006,231) in view of Boston et al. (Publication no.: US 

2004/0101272 A1). 

With respect to claim 6, Popa teaches a server API contains a graphical user 
interface specific functions designed for the development of the image application 
(Popa, Col. 7, lines 19-25). But he does not explicitly teach a method of allowing an 
administrator to set the administrator preference. 

In the same field of endeavor, Boston teaches a method of allowing an 
administrator to set the administrator preference (Boston page 4, paragraph 36, noted 
the administrative user can edit the privilege levels and profiles of other users.). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to incorporate the method of allowing an administrator to set 
the administrative preference as taught by Boston through the server API GUI provided 
in Popa's invention with motivation being that it provides administrator the privilege in 
editing the profiles of other users (Boston page 4, paragraphs 36 and 38). 

With respect to claim 7, Popa teaches all the claimed limitations except that he 
does not explicitly teach a maximum data rate. 

In the same field of endeavor, Boston teaches a data rate that each channel can 
support (Boston, page 9, paragraph 0079). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to incorporate the use of the data rate transmission as taught 
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by Boston in Popa's invention as the condition in limiting the selection of the user's 
preference in selecting the images. The motivation to combine this feature is to prevent 
the over use of bandwidth by all the users simultaneously. 

With respect to claim 8, Popa teaches a method of limiting the selection of a 
user preference according to an image compression type (Popa, col. 6, lines 2-4, noted 
that predefined options). However, Popa does not explicitly teach a method of allowing 
an administrator to set the administrative preference in limiting the selection. 

In the same field of endeavor, Boston teaches a method of allowing an 
administrator to set the administrator preference (Boston page 4, paragraph 36, noted 
the administrative user can edit the privilege levels and profiles of other users.). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to incorporate the method of allowing an administrator to set 
the administrative preference as taught by Boston to limit the selection of user 
preference in Popa's invention with motivation being that it provides administrator the 
privilege in editing the profiles of other users (Boston page 4, paragraphs 36 and 38). 

Consider claim 17 the limitations of this claim are substantially the same as 
those in claim 6. Therefore the same rationale for rejecting claim 6 is used to reject 
claim 17. By this rationale claim 17 is rejected. 

Conclusion 

1 5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 
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• Gadepalli et al. (Publication no. : US 2003/01 91 860 A1 ) discloses a method of 
accelerating collaboration of high frame rate applications. 

• Burman et al. (Publication no.: US 2001/0010059 A1) discloses a method for 
determining travel time for data sent between devices connected to a computer 
network. 

• Orenshteyn (publication no.: US 2002/0169878 A1 ) discloses a method in 
accessing application services from a remote station in a secured system. 

1 6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lin Liu whose telephone number is (571) 270-1447. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 7:30am - 5:00pm, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on (571) 272-3933. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

L.Liu 

05/24/2007 
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